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inulude out£1uw, ur ks ~e referenc~ to ~x~orts. "Through"
sugge~t~ only certain t~e~/ma~r ~ routing and diversions.

~a~ a~ut in-del~ diversions? !s there no reli~ility immue--
I ~i~ there im, especially in ~e cunha~ m~ water ~ality.

~at~r ~a.li~7 ~

p. ~ ~y is ~ere a goal ~ "guud" water ~ality ~or c~s~ptive
uses ~d "~proved" water ~ality for ~vi~o~tml
"~prova~- water ~ality ceuld still fall sho~ of "g~d" ~ali~y
~or the envi~o~ent.

Be~we~ ~he probl~ stat~ (which is v~ g~al)
p~se s~at~ent, ~ere’s l~e content here.

If ~e=e’s a ne~d for impro~ent ralative to axisting ~lity
(versus "protection"), ~im should be specified in

uoes "provide go~d water ~ality..." mman protect eximtlng
~ality? In p~ticular, if ~ere~s cmncern ov~
beluw ~rmntly ade~te levels (ie.¯ protection but not
improv~$nt re~ired),"~en ~e problem~ ~t~ipa%~
Pro~ ~ntm~nion should also h~ identified.

~e ~e additional situa~imnm in which ~ality need~
~prov~ (ag., ce~ain rmcrmahienal

~t ~o~ ~r~ving waher ~ality ~h~re ~er¢ ~ p~liu
heal~ concern~ (consumption bans where cent~n~t
conc~trations ~m of conce~)?

~st bullet is incmher~nt. Dmm~ %% mean, "~r@vlde ~pr=ved Del~
water ~ality for enviro~ental needs"-- ? (See above
~r~viding info~tion mn ~he undm=lylng.probl~.)

~d Bay/Del~ ecosys~ (especially considering the ~ac~ ~at the
Pr~ itself i~ pla~in~ changes to improTe

" c~ndition). (Does ~e Estua~ pro~ key only to ~isting uses
and ecosystem ~on~i~ions? ~e l~al pl~sg) X~ S~
~tter to relate flared risk m~ag~ent to land uses ~d eeosyst~

recogniz~g ~at prese~atiun of existing uses may not be
dam~.rable ~ somm situations.

nominating ~d mi~ating waterfo,~l m~as little m~se.
Cmm~ider saying, ~is w~ul~ he "loss of h~itat f~r spe~les~ such
as waterfowl an~ san~ill cr~es, which usa a~i~!t~al lands
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